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; II. Mr. President, it is not only as an in-
raction of solemn compact, embodied in
ancient law, that T arraign this bill, 1 ar-
raign it also as a flagrant and extravagant
mMum from the original policy of our
fathers, consecrated by their lives, opin-

ions, and acts: w0
And here, sir, bear with me in a brief
estioped facts. At the period
of the Deelaration of Independence, there
was apwards of bhalf a million colored
persons in Slavery throughout the United
Colonies. These unhappy people were
originally stolen from Alfrica, or were the
clildren of those who had been stolén,
and, though distributed throughout the
whole. country,” were ®0 be found in
largest number in the Southern States.
But the spirit of Freedom then prevailed
in the land. The fathers of the Republic,
leaders in the war of Independence, were
struck with the inconsistency of an appeal
for their own liberties, while holding in
bondage their fellow-men, only “guilt;lr‘;r
e

ORTH OF
MIN

-

a skin not colored like their own.”.

same conviction animated the hearts of the
people, whether ‘at the North or South.
At a town meeting, at Danbury, Connec-
ticut, held on the 12th December, 1778,
the follawing declaration was made :

“|i is with singular pleasure we note the
mun: article of wﬁ_ugﬂlﬁon. I:il. which it is

reed 1o import no A slaves, as we
:Emwl “but %uk i :om absurdity 80
loudly to complain of attempts 10 enslave us
while we are actnally enslaving others.” —dm.
Archives, Ath Sevies, Vol. 1, p. 1038,

The South res ed in similar strains.
At a meeting in Darien, Georgia, in 1775,
the following important resolution was put
forthy | ]

“To show the world that we are oot influ-
enced by any contracted or interested motives,
but by a general philanthsopy for all mankind,

of whatever climate, age, or complexion,
we here m«nmw jon and ebhor-
practice

(ho\tv:\rer the uncultivated state of 1::5 g;qn)ny
or other specious ments may i)—
“&"ﬁ.' i ns cruelty,

i and
:;P"dmwhar' ies as well as lives,
below men,

iy 1 o hogh bt dor Ay

and laying the basis of that liberty we contend

for, and which we pray the Almighty to con-

tinue 1o the latest posterity, upon a Wron

foundation. Welh!l'!ﬂ‘n: rumt::rlyll hmegs
10 use our ulmost endeavors TENUIHESION
of our slaves in this Cde{?,-upnn the most
safe and equitable footing for the masters and
lheﬁnsuslm.”—-h. JArekives, Ak Series, Vol. I,
p- - Y J

The soul of Virginia, during this peri
found also fervid utterance through Jef-

ferson, who, by precocions and immor- | 8

tal words, has enrolled himself among
the earliest Abolitionists of the country.
In his address to the Virginia Convention
of 1774, he openly avowed, while vindi-
cating the nghts of British America, that
“the abolition of domestic slavery is the
greatest object of desire in these Colonies,
where il was ily introduced in their
infant state.” And then again, in the Dec-
laration of Inde nce, he embodied
sentiments, which, when praclically ap-
plied, will give Freedom to every Slave
throughout the land. “We hold these
truths to be self-evident,” says our coun-
try, speaking by the voice of Jefferson,
“that all men are created equal—that they
are endowed with certain inalienable
rights—that among these are life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness.” And again,
in the Congress of the Confederation, he
brought forward, as early as 1784, a reso-
lution to exclude Slavery from all the Ter-
ritory “‘ceded or to be ceded” by the States
of the Federal Government, including the
whole territory now covered by Tennes-
see, Mississippi, and Alabama. Lost at
first by a single vote only; this measure, in
a more resiricteg form, was renewed at a
sybsequent day, by an honored son of
Massachusetts, and in 1787 was finally
confirmed in the Ordinance of the north-
western territory, by a unanimous vote of
the States. ’

Thus early and distinctly do we discern
the Anti-Slavery character of the found-
ers of onr Republic, and their determina-
tion to place the National Government,
willglr the s of s jllllriodlo' nohn'.
openly, actively, and tually on the
side of Freedom. A

The National Constitution was adopted
in 1788, Aund here we discern the same
spitit. The emphatic words of the Dec-
laration of Independenee, which our coun-
try took upon its lips as baptismal vows,
when it claimed its place among the na-
tions of the earth, were not forgotten.
The preamble to the Constitution renews
them, when it declares its obiecl 10 be,
among other things, “10 establish justice,
to pramate the gensral welfare, and to se-
cure the blessings of liberty to ourselves
and posterity.” Thus, according to un-
deniable words, the Constitution was or-
dained, pot to establish, secare, or sane-
tion Slavery—nol to promote the special
interest of  slaveholders—not to  make
Slavery national in any way, form, or man-
ner—nol 1o foster this great wrong, bug
to “‘establish justice,”” “promote the gen-
eral welfare,” and “secure the hlessi Iﬂ’“r
Liberty.”" The discreditable words
and were not allowed to find a
place in this instrument, while a clause was
subsequently added by way of amendment,
and, therefore, according 1o the rules of
interpretation, particularly revealing the
gsentimenis of the founders, which is eal<
culated, like the Declaratjon of Indepen-
dence, if practically applied, to carry Free-
dom to all within the sphete of its influ-
ence. It was spee f declared, that
“no person shall be deprived of life, Kb«
erty, or property, without due ol
law ;" that is, without due preseutment,
indietment, or other judicial proceeding,
Here is an exprens guard of personal Lib-
erty, and an express interdict upon its inva-
sion anywhere within the national jurie
diction.

It is evident, from the debates on the

the slave trade, was regarded as tempo-
rary ; and it seems to huve been supposed
by many that they would both dixuppear
together. Nor do any words employed in
our day denounce it with an indiguation
‘maore burning than that which glowed on
the lips of' the Fathers. Early in the Con-
vention, Governeur Morris, of Pennsylva-
nia; broke forth in the lang of an
Abolitionist: “ He never would concur
in upholding domestic slavery, It wasa
imefarious institution. It was the curse of
‘Heaven.” . In anothér mood, and with
mild, juridical phrase,  Mr. Madison
“ thought it. to admit in the Consti-
tution the idea of property in man.”” And
Washington, in letters written near this
period—which completely describe the
aims of an Abolitionist—avowed *' that it
was among his first wishes to see some
plan adopted by which Slavery may be
abolished by law,"” and that to this end
“his suflrage should not be wanting.”

“In this spirit was the National Constitu-
tion adopted.- In this spirit the National
Government was  first organized under
Washington. And here there is a fact
ol peeuliar significance, to which T' have
already, on a former occasion, called
attention, ' but' which is well worthy of
perpetual memory. At the time that
this great chief’ took his first oath to sup-
port the Constitution of the United States,
the: national ensign nowhere willin the
aational Territory covered a single slave.
On the sea, an execrable piracy, the trade
in slaves, was still, to the national scandal,
tolerated under the national flag, In the
States, as a sectional institution, beneath
the shelter of local laws, Slavery unhap-
pily found a home. But in the only Ter-
ritories at this time helonging to the Na-
tion, the broad region of the Northwest, it
had already, by the Ordinance of Freedom,
been made ‘impossible, even before the
adoption of the Constitution. The Dis-
triet of Columbia, with its fatal dowry, had
uot yet been acquired.

Entering upon his high duties, Wash-
ington, himself an Abolitionist, was sur-
rounded by men, who, by their lives and
declared opinions, were pledged to war-
fare with Slavery, There was John
Adams, the Vice President, who had early
anpounced that ‘“consenting to Slavery
is a sacrilegious breach of trust.” There
was Alexander Hamilton, who, as a mem-
ber of the Abolition Society of New York,
had only recently-united in a solemn peti-
tion for those who, “though free by the
laws of God, are held in ghve:y by the
laws of the State.” Theére was, also, an-
other character of spotless purity, and
commanding influence, John Jay, Presi-
dent of the Abolition Society of New
York, until by the nomination of Wash-
ington he became. Chief . Justice of the
United States. In his sight Slavery was
an “ iniquity "'~ a sin of crimson dye,”
against which ministers of the gospel
should testify, and which the Government
should seek in every way to abolish.
“Were I in the Legislature,” he wrote, ‘1
would present a bill for the purpose with
at care, and I would pever cease mov-
ing it till it became a law or I ceased to
be a member. Till America comes into
this measure, her prayers to' Heaven will
be impious.” By such men was Wash-
ington surrounded, while from his own Vir-
ginia came the voice of Patrick Henry,
amidst confessions that he was a master
of slaves, crying, “I will not, I cannot
justify it. However culpable my conduct,
I will so far pay my devoir to virtue as to
own the excellence and rectitude of her

pts, and lament my want of conform-
ity to them.” Such words as these, fitly
coming from our leaders, belong to the
true glories of the country :

While we such precedents oan boast at home,

Keop thy Fabricius and thy Cato, Rome!

The earliest Congress under the Con-
stitution adopted the Ordinance of Free-
dom for the Northwestern Territory, and
thus ratified the prohibition of Slavery in
all the existing Territories of the Union,
Among those who sanctioned this act
were meq fresh from the labors of the Con-
vention, and therefore familiar with s
policy. But there is another voice which
bears lestimony in the same direction.
Among the petitions presented to the first
Congiess, was one from the Abolition So-
ciety of Pennsylvania, signed by Benja-
min Franklin, as President. This vener-
able votary of Freedom, who throughout
a long life had splendidly served his coun-
try at home and abroad — whose name,
signed to the Declaration of Indepen-
dence, gave added importance even to
that great instrument, and then again
signed to the Constitution of the United
States, filled it with the charm of wis-
dom — in whom, more than in any other
man, the true spirit of American Institu-
tions, at once practical and homane, was
embodied—who knew timately the pur-
poses and aspirations of the founders —
this veteran statesman, then eighty-four
years of age, appeared at the bar of that
Congress, whose powers he had helped to
define and establish, and by the last polit-
iweal aet af his loug life, solemnly entreated
“that it would he pleased to countenance
the restoration of hiberty to those unhappy
men, who alone, in this land of Freedom,
are degraded mto perpetnal bondage,”
and ““ that it would step to the very verge
of the power vested in it for DISCOUR-
AGING every species of traflic in the per-
sons of our fellow wen.” Only a nmri
time after uttering this prayer, the patriot
sage descended to the tomb; but he
seems still to call upon Congress, in mem-
orable words, lo slep lo the very verge of
lhe powers vested in il o disconrage Shi-
very; and this prayer, now sounding
from the tomb of Franklin, proclaims the
true national palicy of the Fathers.  Not
encoyragement, but discouragement of
Slavery, not its nationalization, but its de-
nationalization, was their rule,

The memorial of Franklin, with other
memorials of a similar charaoter, was re-
ferred o a Committee, and much debated
in the House, which finally sanctioned
the following resolution, and directed the
same to be éntered upon ils journals, viz :

* That Congrress have no authority to inter
fere in the ion ol slaves, or in the
treatment of them, within n
it vemaining with the several

S s

of the Sutes ;
to
and

very in the States, was adopted by the
same Congress which had solemnly al-
firmed the ibition of Slavery in all
the existing Territory of the Union. And
it is on.these double acts, at the first or-
ganization of the Government, and the
recorded sentiments of the founders, that
I take my stand, and challenge all ques-

uon,

At this time there was strictly no divid-
ing line in the country between Axi-
Slavery and Pro-Slavery. The Anti-Slavery
sentiment wus thoroughly national, broad
and general, pervading alike all parts of
the Union, and i from the com-
mon heart of the entire people. The Pro-
Slavery interest was strictly personal and
pecumary, and had its source simply in the
self-interest of individual slaveholders. - It
contemplated Blavery only as a domestic
institution — not as x political element —
and merely stipulated for its security where
it actually existed within the States.

Sir, the original policy of the country is
clear and unmistakable. Compendions-
ly expressed, it was non-intervention by
Congress with Slavery in the States, and
ils j in all the national domain.
In this way, the discordant feelings on
this subject were reconciled. Slave mas-
ters were left, at home, in their respective
States, 10 hug Slavery, under the protec-
tion of local laws, without any interference
trom Congress, while allopposed to it were
exempled from any responsibility therefor
in the national domain. ' This, sir, is the
common gronnd on which our political
labric was reared; and I do not hesitate
to say that it is the only ground on which
it can stand in permanent peace.

It is beyond question, sir, that our Con-
stitution was framed by the lovers: of Hu-
' man Rights ; that it was animated. by their
divine spiriv: that' the institution of Sla-
very was regarded by them with aversion,
so thar, though covertly alluded 1o, it
was not named in the instrument; that,
according to the debates in the Conven-

tion,” and looked forward to the certain
day when it' would be obliterated from
the' land.  But the original policy of
the ‘Government did not long previil.
The generous sentiments which filled t.he
early patriots; giving to them histor.'c
grandeur, gradually lost their power.
The blessings of freedom being already’
secured to themselves, the freemen of the
land grew indifferent to the freedom of
others. They ceased to think of the
slaves. The slave-masters availed them-
selves of this indifference, and, though
few in numbers, compared with the non-
slaveholders, even in the slave States,
gacl:ording to the late census they are
ewer than 800,000 in the whole country,)
they have, under the influemce of an
imagined self-interest, by the skilful tac-
tics of party, and especially by an unhesi-
taling, persevering upion among them-
selves—swaying, by turns, both the great

litical parties—succeeded, through a
ong succession of years, in obtaining the
p_om_ml of l:::: National Government, bend-
ing it to their purposes, compelling it to
do their will, and smposin u'i:on ilsa pol-
icy friendly to Slavery ; olﬁsmim to Free-
dom only, and directly opposed to the
sentiments of its founders. Our Republic
has swollen in population and power;
but it has shrunk in character. It is not
now what it was at the beginning, a

could not be removed, and interdicting it
where it did not exist—but a mighty Prop-
agandist, openly frvoring and vindicating
It; visiting, also, with displeasure all who
op il
he extent to which its original policy
has been changed can be placed beyond
question. Early in out history, no man
was disqualified for public office by reason
of his opinions on this subject; and this
condition continued for a long period,
As late as 1821, John W. Taylor, Repre-
sentative from New York, who had pressed
with so much energy, not merely the pro-
hibition of Slavery in the Territories, but
its restriction in the State of Missouri,
was elected 1o the chair of Henry Clay, as
Speaker of the other House. It is need-
less 10 add, that no determined sup-
porter of the Wilmot Proviso at this day
could-expect that eminent trust. An ar-
rogant and unrelenting ostracism is now
applied, not only 10 all who express them-
selvés against Slavery, but 10 every man
who will not be its menial. A novel test
for office has been introduced, which
would have excluded all the Fathers of
the Republic—even Washington, Jeffer-
son, and Franklin. Yes, sir: startling it
may be; but indisputable. Could these
illustrious men descend from their realms
above, and revisit the land which they had
nobly dedicated to freedom, they could
not, with their well-know:a and recorded
opinions against Slavery, receive a nomi-
nation for the Presidency from either of
the old political parties, Nor could
John Jay, our first Chief Justice, and
great exemplar of judieial virtue—who
hated Slavery, as he loved Justice—be ad-
milted to resume those duties with which
his name on earth is indissolubly asso-
ciated. To such extent has our Govern-
ment departed from the ancient ways.
These facts prepare us to compreliend
the true character of the change with re-
gard to the Territories. In 1787, all the
existing national domain was mptly
and unanimously dedicated 10 Freedom,
without opposition or eriticism. The in-
terdiot of Slavery then covered every inch
ol soil belonging to the National Govern-
meyt.  Lowsiana, an immense region
beyond the bounds of the original States,
was subsequently acquired, and in 1820,
after a vehement struggle, which shook
the whale land, diseomfited Freedom was
compelled, by a dividing line, to a par-
tittlon with Slavery. s arrangement,
which, in its very terms, was exclosively
applicable 10 a particular territory pur-
chased from France, has heen accepted
as final down to the present session of
Congress; but now, sir, here m 1854,
Freedom is suddenly summoned 1o sor-
render even her hard-won moiety. Here
are the three stages: at the first, all
is consecrated to  Freedom; at the
second, only half; while at the third, all
is to bo opened to Slavery. Thus is the
ariginal policy of the Government abso-
lutely reversed. Slavery, which, at the

National Constitution, that Slavery, hhl

This resolution, declaring the princ_éﬂq
of non-intervention by Congress with Sla«

tion, they refused to give it any * sanc-'

Republic merely permitting, while it re- |
gretted Slavery ; tolerating it only where it '

begitning, was a sectional institution,

ALY NATIONAL FRA
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with no foothold unywhere on the nation-
al territory, is mow exalted s @ national
institution, and all our broad domain is
threatened by its blighting shadow,

Thus much for what I bave to say, at
this time, of the original policy, conse-
crated by the lives, opinions, and acts of
onr Fathers. Summening to my side
the majestic forma of these civil heroes,
whose firmness in council was only
equalled by the firmuess of Washington
in war, I might leave the cause in their
care. But certain reasons are adduced |
for the proposed departure from their
Frut example, and, though these seem of
ittle validity, yet I would not pass them
in gilence.

The Prohibition of Slavery in the Terri-
tories is assailed, as beyond the power of
Congress, and an infringement of the lo-
cal sovereignty. On this account it is,
at this late day, pronounced unconstitu-
tional. Now, without considering mi-
nutely the sources from which the power
of Congress over the national domain is
derived—whether from the express grant
in the Constitution to make rules and
regulations for the government of the
Territory, or from the er, necessarily
implied, to govern territory acquired by
conquest or purchase—it seems to me
impossible to deny its existence, without
invalidating a large portion of the legisla-
tion of the country, from the adoption of
the Constitution down to the present day.’
This power was asserted before the Con-
stitution, [t was not denied or prohibited
by the Constitution itself. It bas been
exercised from the first existence of the
Government, and has been recognised by
its three departments—the Executivé, the
Legislative, and the Judicial. Precedents
of every kind are thick in its support. In-
deed, the very bill now before us, assumes
a control of the territory clearly inconsis-
tent with those principles of sovereignty,
which are said to be violated by a Con-
gressional prohibition of Slavery. )

Here are provisions, determining the
mgin featores in the Government—the
distribution of powers in the Executive,
the Legislative, and Judicial departments,
and the wanner in which they shall be
respectively constituted—securing to the
President, with the consent of the Senate,
the appointment of the governor, the sec-
retary, and the judges, and to the people
the election of the legislature—ordaining
the qualifications of voters, the salaries of
the public officers, and the daily compen-
sation of thg members of the legislature.
Surely, if Congress may establish these
provisions, without any interference with
the rights of territorial sovereignty, it is
absurd to say that it may not also prohibit
Slavery.

But there is in the very bill an express

ohibition on the Territory, borrowed
g::m the Ordinance of 1787, and repeated
in every act organizing a Territory, oreven
a new State, down to the present time,
wherein it is expressly declared, that ““no
tax shall be imposed upon the property of
the United States.” Now, here is a clear
and unquestionable restraint upon the
sovereignty of Territories and States,
The public lands of the United States,
situated within an organized Territory or
State, cannot be regarded as the insiru-
ments and means necessary and proper to
execute the sovereign powers of the na-
uion, like fortifications, arsenals, and navy
yards. They are strictly in the nature of

i rty of the nation, and as such,
unless exempted by the foregoing prohibi-
tion, would clearly be within the field of
local taxation, liable, like the lands of
other proprietors, to all customary bur-
dens and incidents, Mr. Justice Wood-
.bury has declared, in a well-considered
j udgment, that  where the United States
o wn land situated within the limits of par-
ti cular States, and over which they have
n» cession of jurisdiction, for objects ei-
theer special or general, little doubt exists
that the rights and remedies in relation to
it are usnally the same as apply to other
landhold.ers within the States.”—(United
States vs.,, 1 Woodburyand Minot, p. 76.)
I assume, then, that without this prohibi-.
tion these lands would be liable 1o taxa-
tion. Does any one question this? No-
body. The c:onclusion then follows, that
by this prohibirion you propose to deprive
the present Territ.ory, as you have deprived
other Territories— -aye, and States—of an
essential portion of ils sovereignty.

The Supreme Cou rt of the United States
have given great proininence o the sover-
eign right of taxation im the Sutes. In the
case of Providence Bank vs. Pittman, 4
Peters, 514, they declare—

“That the taxing po wer is of vital im-

portance ; thal if is esentral to the existence

; that the relinquishment of sac
power is never 10 be assumed ; |
And again, in the case of Dobbins vs.
Commissioners of Erie C.ounty, 16 Peters,
447, they say—

“ Taxation is a sacred rigl 11, esential fo the
existence 1" Glovernment—a, v incident of sove-
reigidy. The right of legis laton 18 co-exten-
sive with the incident, 10 umhm!:adum :!}

mons and within the ) etion
the State” | T
Now, I eall upon Sen: tors to remark,
that this sacred right, sa id to be essential
to the very existence ol Government, is

| this thing, you plead, in apology, the prin-

nor can its prohibition by Congress in the |
Territories. be regarded as an infringe-

meut of the local sovereignty, founded, as

it must be, on natural rights.

But another argument is pressed, most
fallacions in its character. It is asser.ed
that, inasmuch as the Territories were ac-
quired by the common. treasure, they are
the common property of the whole Union;
and therefore, no citizen can be prevented
from moving into them with his slaves,
without an infringement of the equal rights
and privileges which belong to him as a
citizen of the United States. But, it is
admitted that the people of this very Ter-
ritory, when organized as a State, may ex-
clude slaves, und in this way abridge an
asserted right founded on the common
property ' in the Territory. Now, if this
.can be done by the few thousand settlers
who constitute the State Government, the
whole argument founded on the acquisi-
tion of the Temtories, by a common treas-
ure, seems futile and evanescent.

But this argument proceeds on an as-
sumption which cannot stand. Itassumes
that Slavery is a national institution, and
that property in slaves is recognised by
the Constitution of the United States.
Nothing can be more false. By the judg-
ment of the Supreme Court of the United
States, and also by the principles of the
common law, Slavery is a local municipal
institution, which derives its support exclu-
gively from local municipal laws, and be-
yond the sphere of these laws it ceuses to
exist, except so far as it may be preserved
by the clanse for the rendition of fugitives
from labor. Madison thought it wrong to
admit into the Constitution the idea that
there can be property in man; and I re-
joice to believe that no such idea can be
found there. The Constitution regards
slaves always as ““ persons,” with the nghts
of “persons,’ never as property. When
it is said, therefore, that every citizen may
enter the national domain with his prop-
erty, it does not follow, by any rule of
logic or of law, that he may carry his
slaves. ‘On the contrary, he can only
carry that property which i» admitted to be
such by the universal law of nature, writ-
ten by God’s own finger on the heart of
man.

Again: The relation of master and slave
is sometimes classed with the domestic
relatigns. Now, while'it is unquestionably
among the powers of any State, within its
own jurisdiction, to change the existing
relation of husband and wife, and to es-
tablish polygamy, 1 presume no person
would contend that a polygamous hus-
band, resident in one of the States,
would be entitled to enter the national
Territory with his harem—his property, if
you please—and there claim immunity.
Clearly, when he passes the bounds of that
local jurisdiction, which sanctions polyg-
amy, the peculiar domestic relation would
cease ; and it is precisely the same with
Slavery.

Sir, I dismiss these considerations.
The prohibition of Slavery in the Terri-
tory of Nebraska stands on foundations of
adamant, upheld by the early policy of
the Fathers, by constant precedent, and
time-honored compact. It is now in your
power to overturn it; you may remove
the sacred landmark, and open the
whole vast domain to Slavery. ‘F:you I8
committed this high prerogative. Our
fathers, on the eve of the revolution, set
forth in burning words, among their griev-
ances, that George III, “in order to keep
open a market where men should be
bought and sold, had prostituted his nega-
tive for suppressing every legislative at-
tempt to prohibit or.restrain this execrable
commerce.” Sir, like the English mon-
arch, you may now prostitute your power
to this same purpose. But you cannot
escape the judgment of the world, nor
the doom of history.

It will be in vain, that, while doing

ciple of self-government, which you pro-
fess to recognise in the Territories. Sir,
this very principle, when truly adminis-
tered, secures equal rights to all, without
distinction of color or race, and makes
Slavery impossible. By no rule of justice,
and by no subtlety of political metaphysics,
can the right to hold a fellow-man in
bondage be reﬁfrded as essential to self-

vernment. The inconsistency is 100

ant. It is apparent on the bare state-
ment. It is like saying fwo and fwo make
three. In the name of Liberty yon open
the door to Slavery. With professions of
equal rights on the lips, you trample
on the nghts of human natore. With a
kiss upon the brow of that fair Territory,
you betray it to wretchedness and shame.
Well did the ancient exclaim, in bitter
words wrung out by bitter experience :
“Oh, Liberty ! what crimes are done in thy
name "’

In vain, sir, you will plead, that this
measure proceeds from the North, as has
been suggested by the Senator from Ken-
tucky, [Mr. Dixox.] Evenif this were
true, it would be no apology. But, pre-
cipitated as this bill has been upon the
Senate, at a moment of general calm, and
in the absence of any controlling exigency,
and then hurried 10 a vote in advance of
the public voice, as if’ fearful of arrest, it
cannot be justly called the offspring of

abridged in the bill now I fore us.

For myself, I do not doabt the power of |
Uon?m to fasten this restric*tion upon |
the Territory, and aflerwards uapon the
State, as has been always doune ; but I am |
at a loss to see on what grounds this can
be placed, which will not also sup port the
prohibition of slavery. The form eris an
unquestionable infringement of gov ereign-
ty, as declared by ow: Supreme Covirt, far
more than can be asuerted of the latter.

I am wnwilling to admit, sir, that the
prohibition of slave ry in the Territories is
m any jost sense an infringeme nt of the
local sovereignty. Slavery is an i nfraction
of the immutable law of natire, and, as
such, cannot be considered a natawral inci-
dent 1o a4y sovereignty, especi Aly in a i
country which has solemnly declwred, in
s Declaration of Independence, the in-
aliensble right of all men t0 life, Aidery, |
and the it of happiness, In an ag.®
of eivilization and in a land of rights, sla-
very may still be tolerated in fact; but its
prohibition, within a municipal jurisdic-
tion, by the Government thereof, as by ene
of the States of the Union, cannot be con-
sidered an infraction of natural rights;

any popular sentiment. In this respect
it differs widely from the Missouri proh-
bition, which, after solemn debate, extend-
ing through two sessions of Congress,
and ample discussion before the people,
was adopted. Certainly there is, as yet,
no evidence that this measure, though sup-
ported by Northern men, proceeds from |
that Nerthern semtiment which is 1o be |
found strong and fresh in the schools,
churches, and homes of the people.
Populi omnes Ao AquitoNem posili Liber-
tatem quandem spirant. And could this
scheme be now submitted to the awakened |
millions whose gouls have been truly ri-

drawn till the whole fell apart, and be-
mm,;w wreok, ©+ Those principles,

ern oharaoter, which render it stanch, m&

;m ir ——no such man can speak for the

Here there wae of
[mhm an interruption of prolonged
ug Puxsipent (Mr. Stusrt in the chair.
The Chair will be obliged to order the galleries

mhalmﬁﬂuhhmtmd. No.
» will be allowed. :

Skverar Yoicxs., Let them be oleared now.

Mg. ‘Bumnes. Mr. President, I procccd
now to _ of & more general
oharacter, to which [ ask your best atten-
tion. Sir, this bill in proposed as n measure

of . In this way you vainly think to
wllm’:ulri the mlbjocli’ slavory ,Irou Na-
pends on mutual confidenoe. It can never rest

tios. This is o mistake. Peace de-

we return once more to the original policy of
our fathers, at the first orgenization of the
Government, under Washington, when the
Natiorial ensign nowhere on the National ter-
ritory o single slave.

“ovil,” a © " an “enormity,” a “nefarious
institation,” is comdemned nt the North by the
strongest convictions of the weason and the host
sontiments of tha heart. [t is the only subjeot,
within the field of National politics, which ex-
oiten any rea) interest  The old matters which
have divided the minds of men have lvst thoir
importance. Oue Ly one they have diu:lp{:mr-
ed, leaving the ground to vocupied by o
question grander fiur. The Bank, Sub-Treas-
ary, the Distribation of the Public Londs are
each and all obsolete issues. Even the Tariff
isnot & question on which opposite political
purties are united in taking opposite sides. And
now, intead of these superseded questions,
which were filled for the most with
the odor of the dollar, the country s direotly
summoned to consider face to z.m & oause
which is vonneoted with all that is divine in
religion, with all that is pure and noble in
morals, with all that is trulljy tical and
constitutional in polities, Unlike the other
questions, it i not temporary or locsl in its
character, 1t belungs to all times and to all
countries. Thongh long kept in check, it now,
by your introduction, confronts the people, de-
manding to be heard. To every man in the
land it says, with clear, penetrating voice,
“Are ;on for Freedom, or are you for Sla-
very!” And every man in the land must
answer this question when he votes.

Pass this bill, and it will be in vain that youn
say, the Slavery question is settled. Sir, noth-
ing can be setlled which vs not right. Nothing
csn be settled, which is adverse to Freedom.

heart, repudiate any such false seeming settle-
£

Now, sir, mark the clear line of our duty.
And here let me speak i i

ed, the Independent
that Demoeracy which is
Declaration of Independence the injunc-
tions of Christisnity. The testimony which we
inst slavery, as against all other wrong,
is in different ways, ition,

oppose only through the influence of literature,
morals, nir:l'xim. without in any way invok-
ing the Political Power, Nor is it proposed to
sototherwise. But slavery—where we are par-
ties to it, where we ure responsible for it, every-
where within our jurisdiotion—must be op-
posed, not only by all the influence of litera-
ture, morals, and religion, but directly by every
instrument of Political Power. In the States
it is sustained by Jocal laws, and although
we may be com

of the country, yet it receivea no direct sanc-
tion st our hunds. We are not ible
for it. - The wrong ia not at our own particular
doors. It is not within our jurisdiotion. But
slavery here under the Constitution of
the United States—everywhere within the ex-
clusive jurisdiotion of the National Govern-
ment—overywhere under the National Flag,
is at our own particular doors, within the ro
of our own personal responsibility, and exists
there in defiarce of the original policy of our
Fathers and of the true principles of the Con-
stitution.

It is & mistake to way, a8 is often charged,

that we seek .to interfere, through Congress,
with Sla in the States, or in sny way
to direct the legislation of Congress upon
wnbjecte not within its jurisdiotion.
Istical nims, as well as our polifical duties, uro
co-cxtensive with our political responsibilities.
And sinoe wo at the North are responsible for
Sll'? wherever it exists under the jurisdio-
tion of Congress, it is unpardonable in us not
to exert overy power we possess to enlist Con-
grees against it.

Such is our cause. To mon of all ies
and opinions, who wish well to the Republic,
and would its
Alike to the Consarvative and the Reformer, it
appeals ; for it stands on the truest Conserva-
tism snd the truest Reform.
reform of existing evils, we seek also the con.
servation of the principles of our fathers. The
cnuse is not Seotional; for it simply sims to es-

great principles of Justice and Humanity,
which P:o b;r'lad and universal as man. As
well might it be said that Jefforson, Franklin,
and Washington, were seotional. It is not ag.

terfore, through Congress, with alavery in the
States.
for it recognises this paramount law, and in
the administration of the Governmont invokos
the spirit of ita founders. Sir, it is not hostile
to the quiet of the country; for it proposes the
only course by which agitation can be sllayed
and quiet be permanontly established.

It w not uncommon to hear persone declare
that they are agninst slavery, and are willing
to unite in any practioal e to make this
apposition felt. At the wame time, they phari-
snionlly visit with condemnation, with reprosch
or contempt, the earncet souls who for years
have striven in this struggle. Tosuch | would

if you are sincers in what you deolare . if your
words are not merely lipservice. if in your
hoarts you are entirely willing to join in sny

tical efforts agninst slavery, then by your
Hrv:, by yoar conversation, by your influence,
by your vobes— di ing “the ancient
forms of Fﬂ, strife —peek to oarry the prin-
ciples of Freedom into the National Govern.
mont, wherever ite jurisdiction is ackoowledg-

smed under Northern skies, it would be
l:amled at once with an indignant and
undying condemnation.

But
th'l)

desaribed and W by a Southern
statesman, ia not yet oxtinot there, sir.

It in

one of the melancholy tokens of the power
of slavery, under our ionl , and
lq-d-l:;thmghﬁo of the Na.
tional Govornment, that it loosens and de-

the character of Northern men, oven at

» distanoe—li black 4o mountain | 1o longer enter, with distraoting force, into the
8 ik Arabian sory, under e iresribl | Notionl aking and usmaking laws. |
mmmmmmw\—m-ﬂmm Coufined

the strong timbere of & stately

“white slaves of the |

od, and its power oan be felt.  Thus, without
auy interforonce with the Statos, which are

| the blat of stavery from our National brow.
Do thia, snd you will mest truly promote the

harmony which you =0 much desre.  You will |

eatablish tranguillity throughout the eountry.
Then at last, mr, the Slavery Question will be
settled. Bavished from ite usurped foothold
under the Nationnl Government, slavery will

ship, were | 80 the States, where it was left by the Consti- - ox To STAND AND

prin :
which constitute the individuality of the North-

Slavery, which our fathers hranded s an.

God, nstare, and all the holy sentimeots of the | they

which its presence infliots upon the fair fame |

good name, it appeals |

In seeking the |

tablish under the National Government those |

ive ; for it does not seek in any way Lo in- |

It is not contrary to the Constitution . |

siy—ocould 1 resch them now with my voice—

beyond this jurisdiction, nm_vNynu help toerane |

[ — . .- —
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i iog which
elavates are on our side. The plough,
the steam-engine, the railroad, the telograph
the book, every bumsn improvemnent, every
generous word anywhere, avery true pulsation
of every heart which is not & meve musele, and
uothing else, gives new d
warfare with slavery. The disoussion will pro-
cond. The devices of party coun no longer stave
it off. The snbterfuges of the politician cannot

it. The tricks of the officeseeker car -

secure on broken faith wnd injustice. And, | not d it. Wherever un eleotion ocours,
A e G e ol i (20 e | oy A A e BT e

ect of slavery can never | gome to in affairs, o
be withdrawn from the National polition, until | wgain it will be. mpnliﬁel:llJmhmnnw. with

miruculous power, can stop the sun in hia
course through the heavens. [t is even now
rejoicing, like a strong man, to run its race,
and will yet send its beams into the moat distant
plantations—nye, sir, and melt the chains of
avery slave:

But this movement—or agitation, as it is r:-
proschfully ealled—is boldly pronounced inju-
vious ti the very object desired. Now, with-
out entering into details which peither timu
nor the oceasion justify, let me say that this
ohjection belongs 10 thise commonplaces.
whick have beon srrayed against every be-
pefioent movement in the world's history—
aguinst even knowledge itself — against tho
abolition of the slave trade. Perhapa it wes
not unnatural for the Sepator from North
Carolina [Mr. Ba.dgsr] to press it, even M
vehemently a8 he did; but, it sounded less
natural when it csme, though in more mode-
rate phrase, from my distingui friend
and ooll from M usetts, [My.
Everett.] The past furnishes a oontxoiling
example by which its true character may b
detarmined. Do not forget, sir, that the effurts
of Willism Wilberfaroe encountered this pro-
¢ise objection, and that the eondition of the
kidoapped slave was then vindicated, im lan-
gusge not unlike that of the Senator’ from
North Caroling, by oo less a than the
Duke of Clarencs, of the roysl family, in what

was oalled his maiden speech, on May 3d.
1792, and ed in the Parliamentary De-
bates. * n ” he raid, *were nil

treated in the manner which had so much agi-
tated the public mind. He had been an sttes-
tive nbserver of their state, and bad no doub:
that he could bring forward proofs to convinc:
their lordships that their stste was far from
being miserable; on the contrary, that when
the various ranks of society were considercd, .
were comparatively in & state of humblo
happiness.” And only the next year this samo
royul prince, in debute in the House of Lords.
asserted that the & of the abolition of

| the slave trado wers “ cither fanatics or hypo-

erites,” and in one of these clasres he declared
thot he ranked Wilberforce.
end. After years of effort, the slave
trade was finally aboli : and at last.in
1833, the early vindicator of even this enormi-
ty, the maligner of & name hsllowed smony

men, Was hn%gh to give his fssent,
as William IV, Ki ?Gw tain, to
the immortal act Parlisment, grander
far than soy vietory of war, by which
Slavery was abolished the British
dominiops. Sir, time and the umiversal oon-
science have vindicated the labors of Wilbe:-
force. The movement inst American Sis-

Mark now the

very, sanctioned by the sugust names of Wash-
| i Fraoklin, and Jefferson, can oslmly
| await a similar j t.

Bat it is that, in this movement,
there is danger to the Union. In this solicitnd.
| eunnot share. As a lover of eoncord and
j partisan of all things that make fir
peace, | sm always gind to express my stiwot,
;II!O‘!( to the Union; but | believe that this
| bond will be most truly preserved and mo
| beneficently extended. (for | shrink from &
| expansion whera Freedom Ireads the way,) by

firmly upholding those pri of Liberty

and Justice whioch were made ita
stones, The true danger to this Un pro-
oceds, not from any abandonment of the “ pe-
| ouliar institution” of the South, but from tha
| abandonment of the spirit in which the Unicn
was formed ; not from any warfare, within the
| limits of the Constitution, upon slsvery, buc
| from warfare, Jike that waged by this very
bill, upon Freedom. The Union is most pre
cions; hut more precious far are that * penorsl
welfare,” * domestio tranquillity,” snd those
| “ blessings of Liberty.” which it was establish-
| od to secure: all whioh are now en-
!dmgerod Not that I love the Union less, bu
| Freedom more, do | now, in pleading this great
| omuse, insist that Froedom, st all hezards, shall
{ be proserved.

| Onoe word more, and | have dove. Tho

| great master, Shakspeare, who, with sll
sesing mortal eye, observed mankind, and

| with immortsl pen depicted the manners i
they rise, has presented & scene, which may be
road with advantage by sl who would plungo
the South ioto tempestuvus guarrel with
the North. [ refer to the well-known
dialogue between Brutus and Cassive. Resd
ing this remarksblo pasage, it is diffioult rot
to 86 in Brutus our own Nurth, and in Cessius
the South :

Cassrnn. Urgo me no more; 1 shall forget myself
Have mind upon your hoalth . tempt meno furcher
warfae s llrl\r me; for T will Ip.l:

Must T give way and room to your rash choler
Cosnps, U ye gode! ve gods! Must I endare all thir
Bruter. ANl this? sy, more. Fret, till your proad

heari break

Go, shew your slaves how choletic you are,

And make your bondmen tremblo. Must T budge

Mast 1 observe you' Mu=t T stand snd eronch

Under your testy humor
Cassivs, Do not me oo much upon my love

I may do that 1 shail be sorry for
Brurns. You havedone that, you should be rorry for

There is no terror, Casias, in your thrests

For | am armed so strong in honesty.

That they pass by me as the idlo wind

Which I regard not. :
Camnws. A friend shonld bear his friend’s infirmities

Pat Bratus makes mine greater than they are.
Brutws. 1 do net, TILL YOU PRACTICE THEM

ON ME
Casmus. Yol love me not
Brutus. o — [ do not like your fanits
Jilives Cannr, Ak &, seend 3,

And the colloquy prooeeding, ench finally
oomes to uuderstand the other, b #

impet

his charsoter aod ottitude snd
wous, gallant Cassivs  exolmims, “ Give me
your hand : ' to which Brutus replies, “ And
| my hoart too.” Afterwards, with hand and
henrt united, on the field of Philippi they to-
gether l.“’lhdd the liberties of Kome.
The North and the South, sir, ss [ fondly
trost, amidst all differences of opinion, wil
ever have & hand aud & heart for each other .
and, believing in the sure provalence of Al
mighty Truth, | confidently look furward to the
good time, when b will unite, acoording
| to the sentiments of the fathora and the trao
spirit of the Constitution, in deoluring Freedom

| and not Sla national, while Slavery and not
| Freedom shall bo sectional.  Then will bo
sohieved that U contemplated w¢ the be-

ginning, against whioh the storms of faotion
| wnd the asssulte of foreign power will beai in

vaim, s upon the Rook of : snd LIBERTY,
seeking a firm foothold, wall have at last WiHiRE-
MOVE THE WORLD.
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